OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

65 BEast State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, OChio 43215
(614) 466-0B80

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 6/90 CBEO 2

IMPORTANT: Applicant should consult the "Instructions for

Completion of Project Application™ for assistance in the proper
completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinnati

STREET Room 440, City Hall gg
B01 Plum Street —

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 < -
™~

PROJECT NAME M.L. King Drive Improvements

PROJECT TYPE Road Reconstruction & Widening ;i

TOTAL COST $3,500,000 o
en
—

DISTRICT NUMBER 2

COUNTY HAMILTON

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45219

- DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: s 2,136,182.00

FUNDING SOURCE {Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation

Grant State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
Loan State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
Loan Assistance X

Local Transportation Improvement Fund

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: $



1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER Gerald E. Newfarmer
TITLE Citvy Manager
STREET Room 152, Citvy Hall

801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE {513) 352-3241
FAX

1.2 CHIEF FINANCIZAL

OFFICER Frank A. Dawson
TITLE Finance Director
STREET Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE (513) 352-3731
FaAX
1.3 PROJECT MGR Jay R. Gala, P.E.
TITLE Principal Construetion Engineer
STREET Room 415, City Hall
801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE (513) 352-3423
FAX (513) 352-1581
1.4 PROJECT CONTACT Robert R. Vickrey
TITLE Engineer-in~-Training
STREET Room 445, Ccity Hall
801 Plum Street
PHONE {513) 352-3608
FAX {513) 352-1i581
1.5 DISTRICT LIAISON Joseph D. Cottrill
TITLE District 2 Liaison officer
STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, oOhio 45202
PHONE {513) 632=~8540

FAX (513) 723-9748




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project is multi-jurisdictional in nature,

information must be consolidated for completion of this section.

2.1

2.2

PROJECT NAME: M.L. King Drive Improvements

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):
A, SPECIFIC LOCATION: (see attached map)

M.L. King Jr. Drive - Vine Street to Burnet Avenue
{approximately 33007 in
length).

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:
° Remove portions of existing pavement
Construct pavement to a wider section (6 lanes)
Install curb/gutter
Add 10’ grass median
Add left turn lanes with additional storage @
gignalized intersections
° Add new sidewalk and landscaping

e o o O

C. PHYSICAL: DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:
Existing: 4 lanes of traffic
44’ wide and 3300’ in length

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service

2.3

capacity vs. proposed service level. If road or bridge
project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project,
include current residential rates based on monthly usage
of 7756 gallons per househeld.

Existing ADT = 16,300

Capacity of this street segment is reduced because of
traffic backup problems due to the lack of sufficient
through lanes and left turn lanes. This project will
improve this section of M. L. King Drive to a service
level that matches that present at each end of the
project. The proposed widening, addition of through
lanes, left turn lanes, and improved alignment and sight
distances will improve traffic flow, safety, reduce the
accident rate and improve access to the University of
Cincinnati.

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Photographs of existing street are attached.



3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL TINFORMATION

w
]

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):
a) Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering £ N/A
2. Final Design 3 N/A
3. Construction Supervision 3 N/A
b) Acquisition Expenses
1. Land & N/A
2. Right-of-Way 5 N/A
c) Construction Costs £3.500,000
d) Equipment Costs 5 N/A
e) Other Direct Expenses $ N/A
f) Contingsancies g
gl TCTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $3,500,000
2.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to nearest Dollar &
Percentage)
Dollars %
a) Local In-Kind Contributions* 3 N/A
b) Local Public Revenues $ 1,353,818 39%
c) Leocal Private Revenues ] N/A
d) Other Public Revenues
1. oDoT £ N/A
2. FMHA % N/A
3. CEPA £ N/A
4., OWDA § M/A
5. CDBG $ N/A
6. Other k N/A
e) OPWC Funds
1. Grant $2,136.,182 61%
2. Loan £
3. L.can Assistance ]
£) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESQURCES £3.50C.0C0 1¢0%
*If the r=squired local match is to be 100% In-Kind
Contributions, list source of funds to be used for retainage
pPUrpos=g.

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicete the status of all local share funding sources
listed in s=2ction 3.2{a) through 3.4{c).

funds are

In addition, if
coming from sources listed in section 3.2{d)}, the

following information must be attached to _this application:
1) The date the funds are available;
2} Verification of funds

approval letter or agency project number.

in the form of an agency



3.5

This
812 £

TOTAL
State

TOTAL
State

4.0

PREPATD ITEMS
Definitions:

Cost - Total cost of the Prepaid Item.

Cost Item - Non-construction costs, including
preliminary engineering, final design,
acquisition expenses {land or R/W)

Prepaid - Cost items {non-construction costs directly
related to the project paid prior to receipt
of fully executed Project Agreement from OPWC.

Resource Category - Source of funds {see section 3.2)

Verification - Invoice(s) and copies of warrant{s} used to
for prepaid costs accompanied by Project
Manager's Certification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepaid items shall be attached
te this project application,

COST TTEM RESOURCE CATEGORY COST

1)
2)
TOTAL OF PREPAID ITEMS = $ N/A

REPATR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

sections need only be completed if the Project is funded by
unds.

PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $2,100,000 60
2]

o\® @

Issue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement $1,.890.000 0
{Not to exceed 350%)
PORTION FOR PROJECT NEW/EXPANSTION £1.,400,000 40%
Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansicn $ 336,182 24%
(Not to exceed 50%)
ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE
4.1 ENGR. DESIGN Underwavy 7/30/93
4.2 BID PRCCEESS 7/30/63 10/13/93

2.3 CONSTRUCTION 10/13/93 12/1/95




5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the
undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally

empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting and
accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164
of the Ohic Revised Code and 164~1 of the Ohie Administrative
Code; (2) that to the best of his/her knowledge and belief,
all representations that are a part of this application are
true and correct; (3) that all official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are a part of this
application have been duly authorized by the governing body of
the Applicant; (4) and, should the requested financial
assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio
law, including those involving minority business utlllzatlon,
Buy Ohic, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT:Applicant certifies that physical construction on

the project as defined in this application has not begun, and
will not begin, until a Project Agreement on this project has
been issued by the Ohio Public Works Commission. Action to

the contrary is evidence that OPWC funds are not necessary to
complete this project.

IMPORTANT:Unneeded OPWC funds will be returned to the funding
source from which the project was financed.

Gerald E. Newfarmer, City Manager
Certifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

P =,
- T | Y P
LA d’({__c, Sy & 'ﬁ/\
(\_ﬂg;gﬁéturelnate Signed

Applicant shall check each of the statements below, confirming that all required information is included
m this application.

A five-year Capilal Improvements Repert as required in 164-1-31 of the Ohio Administrative Code
znd a two-year Maintznance of Local Effort Report as required in 164-1-12 of the Ohio Administrative
Code.

% A registered professional enginesr's estimate of useful life as required in 164-1-13 of the Ohio
Administrative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer’'s original scal md signshure.

-}(__ A registered professional eagineer's estimate of cost as required in 164-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Ohic
Administrative Code. Estimate shall contain enginecr's original s=al md signsture,

% A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the spplicant authorizing a desigoated
official to submit thia application and Lo execuls conlructs,

Yes ___ A copy of the cooperation agreement(s) (for projects involving more thag onc subdivision or district).

NIA %_

Yes ___ Copics of all invoices and warrants for those items identified as "prepaid” in section 4.4 of this

N/A 7K_ application.



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITIEE CERTIFICATION

me District Integrating Committee for District Number 2 Certifies
at:

As the official representative of the Distiict Public Works Integrating Commitiee,
the undersigned hereby certifles: that this application for financlal assistance
as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio Revised Code has been duly
selected by the oppropriate body of the Distict Public Works Integrating
Committee; that the project’s selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criteria and seleclion methodology
that are fully refleclive of and In conformance with Ohlo Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-1 of the Ohlo
Administrative Code; and that the amount of financial assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived in consideration of all other
financlal resources available 1o the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaluation critera, the results of this project’s
ratings under such criteria are attached to this application.

William W. Brayshaw, Chairman, District 2 Integrating Committee
Certifying Represenialive (Type Name and Title)

V4Bt %W Py

Signature/Date Signed




City of Cincinnati

Department of Public Works
Division of Engineering

Qc¢tcher 2, 1992

Subject: Martin Luther Xing Drivs

Burnet to Vine

Room H0, Cicy Hall
801 Plum Srreec
Cincinnati, Ohio 43202

George Rowe
Director

Thomas E. Young
Ciry Enginesr

Certification of Us=zful Life of Issue 2 OPWC Projects

As reguirad by Chapter 164-1-1
I lhersby certify that the
street improvemsnt preject is a

the Chie Administrative Code,
1 usaiul life of the subject
Thirty {30} vyears.

—t

¥ ¢f Cincinneti

Equal Opportuniey Emplosver



1993 STATE ISSUE #2
MARTTN IUTHER KING, JR. DRIVE

REF. TTEM ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED
NO. NO. QUANTTTY DESCRTPTTON PRICE COST
1 103.05 | Tamp Sum | Contract Bond 35,000.00 $ 35,000.00
" 2 |special | 2500 s.y.| Partial Depth Repair 90.00 225,000.00
| 3 |Special 2300 s.y.| Full Depth Repair 40.00 92,000.00
4 201 Tump Sum | Clearing and Grubbing 10,000.00 10,000.00
Lo} 201 30 Each| Trees Removed 250.00 7,500.00
6 202 3000 s.y.| Full Depth Asphalt over Concrete
Removed 8.00 24,000.00
7 202 6000 1l.f.| CGumb Removed 5.00 30,000.00
8 202 200 1.f£.| Steps Removed 5.00 1,000.00
9 202 17 Each| Inlets Removed 300.00 5,100.00
| 10 202 40000 s.f.| Walk Removed 3.50 140,000.00
" 11 202 3500 s.f.| Driveway Removed 3.50 12,250.00
12 202 27000 s.f.| Parking Iot Removed 3.50 94,500.00
13 202 600 1.f.| Fence Removed & Rebuilt 12.00 7,200.00
14 202 25000 s.y.| Wearing Course Removed 1.50 37,500.00
15 203 5000 c.y.| Excavation 10.00 50,000.00
16 203 30000 c.y.| Embankment 15.00 450,000.00
| 17 | 203 10000 s.y.| Subgrade Compaction 1.50 15,000.00
" 18 203 20 hrs.| Proof Rolling 100.00 2,000.00
19 304 4500 c.y.| Aggregate Base 30.00 135,000.00
20 305 4400 s,y.| Concrete Base 33.00 145,200.00
21 404 4500 c.y.| Asphalt Concrete Surface Course 62.00 279,000.00
22 603 1000 1.f.| 12" Conduit, Type "H" 60.00 60,000.00
23 605 10000 1.f.| &" Underdrain 8.00 80,000.00




1993 STATE ISSUE #2
MARTTN LUTHER KING, JR. DRIVE

City of Cincinnati

REF.| TTEM | ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED
NO. NO. QUANTTTY DESCRIPTION PRICE CoSsT
24 | 604 38 Each| Manhole Adjusted to Grade $ 500.00 | $ 19,000.00
25 | 604 12 ¥ach| Manhole Reconstructed 500.00 6,000.00
26 | 604 17 Each| Manhole, Type "B" 2,000.00 34,000.00
27 | 604 17 Each| Double Gutter Inlet 1,800.00 30,600.00
28 | 608 48000 s.f.| Concrete Walk 5" 5.00 240,000.00
29 | 608 40 Each| Handicap Ramp 400.00 16,000.00
30 | 609 10000 1.f.| Concrete Curb, Type "B-1" 10.00 100,000.00
31| 612 Lamp Sum | Maintenance of Traffic 150,000.00 150,000.00
32 | 619 Lump Sum | Field Office 40,000.00 40,000.00
33 | 660 8000 s.y.| Sodding 7.00 56,000.00
34 Lump Sum | Pavement Markings 90, 000.00 90,000.00
35 Lump Sum | Street Lighting 750,000.00 750,000.00
36 |Special | Tump Sum | Iandscaping 31,150.00 31,150.00
TOTAL COST = $3,500,000.00
|
T.E. Youhg, P.E.
City Engineer
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City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance o . Room 250, City Hall
- 801 Plum Strest
Cincinnad, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawson
Directar

J. L. Andreyko
Depury Director

October 2, 1932

Laurence Bicking, Director
Ohio Public Works Commission
65 East State Street

Suite 312 .

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Re: Status of Funds for Local Share of 1994 State Issue 2 Program
Dear Mr. Bicking:

The local matching share for the 1994 State Issue 2 Projects is
recommended by the City Manager for funding in the Ccity’s 1993
Capital Improvement Program. The funds are coming from Street
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale in the early part of
1993.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please
"contact this office.

Sincerely,

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance



T

@ity of @inrinnati

J.L.H.

A Ordinance No.r3s5092

AUTHORIZING the City Manager to apply for a five year
loan in the amount of 3$1,000,000 from the Ohioc Public Works
Commission Issue 2 Funding Program and to enter into
necessary agreements and loan committments in regard to said
loan as required by the Ohio Public Works Commission for the
purpose of financing capital improvement programs within the
Stormwater Management Division.

WHEREAS, the Ohio Public Works Commission assists in
funding infrastructure rehabilitation and improvement
projects under the State Issue 2 Infrastructure Bond and
Funding Programs; and

WHEREAS, the City is eligible for a low or no interest
loan from these Programs in the amount of $1,000,000 which
would be used to fund capital improvements in the Stormwater
- Management Division, and

WHEREAS, the repayment of the principal and any
interest would be paid out of Stormwater Management revenues
in Fund 107; now therefore

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of
Cincinnati, State‘of_Ohio:

Section 1. That the City Manager is authorized to file
an application on behalf of the City of Cincinnati with the
Ohio Public Works Commission through Hamilton County's
District 2 Integrating Committee for a loan in the amount of
$1,000,000 to assist in capital improvement projects for the
Stormwater Management Division.

Section 2. That the City Manager is authorized to
execute any contracts, agreements or documents necessary for
completion of the projects and for compliance with the Ohio
Public Works Commission rules and regulations as regards

Issue '2 funds.



Section 3. That the Director of Finance is authorized
to receive said loan funds in the amount of $1,000,000 and
deposit same in Fund 107 and to repay the principal loan
amount and any interest due thereoh from revenues of the
Stormwater Management Division; further, the proper officers
are authorized to use and expend said loan amount according
to the terms of Sections 1 and 2 hereof.

Section 4. This ordinande is declared to be an
emergency measure necessary for the preservation of the
'public peace, safety, health and general welfare and shall
go into effect forthwith. The reason for the emérgency is

the need to apply for these Issue 2 funds by the application

deadline of December 18, 1992.

Passed gzéa gﬁéé’f—' g ,3 A.D., 1992

_ 2
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Fiscal Year 1994 (July 1, 1993 through June 30, 1994),
jurisdictions shall provide the following support information to
help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this
form must be accurate, and where c¢alled for, based on sound
engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the
individual items may be required by the Support 8taff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to
be replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit
a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor X

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge);
surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition;
substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves,
sight distances, dralnage structures, or inadequate serv1ce
capacity. If known, give the approximate age of the
infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

The base condition index of the pavement iz rated as

good, the surface of the roadway has been rated as poor

by our pavement management system due to rutting,

cracking and/or surface roughness. The inadequate

number of lanes, substandard lane widths and lack of
storage for left turn lanes make this section of M. L.

King Drive inadequate to efficiently carry the traffic

load that exists at each end of this section.

2) If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC
(tentatively set for July 1, 1993) would the project be under
contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status reports
of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a
particular jurisdiction’s anticipated project schedule.

4 months
Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? No
Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes

Are all right-of-way and easements acquired? Yes N/A
Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes N/A
Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any

item above not yet completed. i3 months
Page 1
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How will the propos=d project impact the genaral health,

safety and welfare cf ths= zarvice zrea? {Typical axamplec
mavy incluce the effects ¢f the comzleted preoject on
accident rates, eamergency responsa time, fire protection,
healtl hazards, user benefits, and commarce.} Please be
specific and provide documentation if necessary to
substantiate the dats.

This project is the final link in an important east-west
arterial., providing service connection betwsen I-74 to
the west and T-71 to the east. This improvement will
improve traffic local (university, business and
regidential) and thru traffic flow, emergency response
time to the many hospitals in this area. This route is
important to our mass transit svyvstem.

1) What type of funds are to be utilized for the local share for
this project?

Federal aDOT Local X
MRF OWDA CD

Other Local Capital Tmprovement Funds

Note: If MRF funds ars being used for the loecal share,
the MRF application must have heen filed by August
1, 1992 for this project with the Hamilton County
Engineer's Offica.

The minimum amount of matching funds for grant projects (local
share} must be at least 10% of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST.
what percentage of matching fundes are being committed to this

project?
39 %
5) Has any formal action by & federal, state, or local government

agency resulted in & complete or partial ban of the use
or expansion of use for the invoived infrastructure?

{Typical examples include welight limits, truck
restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance
of building permits.) 2 copy of the legislation nust be

submitted with the application. THE BAN MUST HAVE AN
ENGINEERING JUSTIFICATION TO EE VALID.

Complete Ban Partial Ban No Ban X
Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?
Yes HNo

Fage 2



6)

7)

8)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project?

16,300 ADT; 19,560 Daily Users

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average
Daily Traffie by 1.20. For public transit, submit
documentation substantiating the count. Where ‘the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use
documented traffic counts prior to the restriction. For
storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service
area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction developed a Five Year Capital Improvement
Plan as required in O.R.C., chapter 164? {(This must be
included with the application to be considered for funding.)

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of
the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.
This project directly serves a number of regional facilities
{e.g. University of Cincinnati, many local hospitals, and the
Environment Protection Agency Center). It serves as an
important route for mass transit, emergency vehicles,
students, and businesses, This project has the full support
of the University, local communities, and the City.

Page 3



STATE ISSUE 2 PROGRAM - ROUND 6

LTIP PROGRAM - ROUND 5

FISCAL YEAR 1994 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA - JULY 1, 1993 TO JUNE 30, 199:
ADOPTED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE JULY 17, 1992

AMENDED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE SEPTEMBER 18, 1992

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: C 1T

naMe oF progEcr: A & Kiwe D, T aqpPR.

TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT:

NO.
POINTS

JC> 1} 1If Issue 2/LTIP Funds are granted, when would the
construction contract be awarded? (The Support Staff
will assign points based on engineering experience.)}

10 Points - Will be under contract by end of 1993
5 Points - Will be under contract by March 20, 19954

0 Points - Will not be under contract by March 30, 1994

2) What is the condition of the infrastructure to be
replaced or repaired? For bridges, base condition
on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

20 Points - Poor Condition

16 Points -

12 Points - Fair to Poor Condition
8 Points -
4 Points - Fair Condition

NOTE: If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition
it will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding,
unless it is a betterment project that will improve
serviceability.

Page 1



/Cj 3) If the project is built, what will be its effect on
the facility's serviceability?

10 Points -

Points
Points
Points
Points

M O

Significant effect (e.g.. widen to and

add lanes along entire project)

Moderate to significant effect

Moderate effect (e.g., widen exist. lanes)
Moderate to little effect

Little or no effect (e.g., street or bridge
deck rehabilitation)

4) How important is the project to HEALTH, SAFETY, AND

WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the
District and/or service area?

10 Points -

8 Points -
6 Points -

4 Points -

2 Points -

(ﬂ 5Y What iz the

Points -
Points -
Boints -
Points -
Points -

N 00

Highly significant importance, with
substantial impact on all 3 factors
Considerably significant importance, with
substantial impact on 2 factors OR
noticeable impact on all 3 factors
Moderate importance, with substantial
impact on 1 factor or noticeable impact
on 2 factors

Minimal importance, with noticeable
impact on 1 factor

No measurable impact

overall economic health of the Jurisdiction?

Excellent

6) What matching funds are being committed to the project,

expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION CQOST?
Loan and Credit Enhancement projects automatically receive
5 points, and no match is required. All grant funded
projects reguire a minimum of 10% matching funds.

Points -
Points -
Points -
Points -
Point -

b= N LS o U

50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

or
to
to
to
to

more

49.99%
39.99%
29.99%
19.99%

Page 2



Q/. 10)

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local
government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? POINTS MAY ONLY RE AWARDED IF THE END
RESULT OF THE PROJECT WILL CAUSE THE BAN TO BE LIFTED.

5 Points - Complete or significant ban:
3 Points - Partial or moderate ban
0 Points - No ban of any kind

What is the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria include current traffic counts, households served,
when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit
users are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, bu:
only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

5 Points - 10,000 or more
4 Points - 7,500 te 9,999
3 Points - 5,000 to 7,499
2 Points - 2,500 to 4,999
1l Point - 2,499 and under

Does the infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider
origins and destinations of traffic. functional
classification, size of service area. number of
jurisdictions served, etc.

5 Points - Major impact (e.g., major multi-jurisdictional
route, primary feed route to an Interstate,
Federal - Rid Primary routes)

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal - Aid Urban routes)

2 Points -

1 Point - Minimal or no impact (e.g., cul-de-sacs,

subdivision streets)

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate
fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or a dedicated
tax for infrastructure?

2 Points - Two of the above
1 Point - One of the above
0 Points - None of the above
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ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM
DEFINITIONS
CRITERION 2 - CONDITION
Poor - Condition is dangerous, unsafe or unusable
Fair to Poor - Condition is inadequate or substandard

Fair - Condition is average, not good or poor

CRITERION 5 - ECONOMIC HEALTH
The following factors are used to determine economic health:
1) Median per capita income

2) Per capita assessed valuation of the total community real
estate and personal property

3) Poverty indicators
4) Effective tax rates
5) Total corporate debt as a percentage of assessed valuation

6) Municipal revenues and expenditures per capita

CRITERION 9 - REGIONAL IMPACT

Major impact - Primary water or sewer main serving an
entire system

Moderate impact - Waterline or storm sewer serving only
part of a system

Minimal impact - Individual waterline or storm sewer not
part of a system



